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ilson Gives 
Policies on 
Mass Arrests 

’ / Zr's’ 4 *' 
By Jim Mann ■ 

Washington Post Stall Writer 

D.C. Police Chief Jerry V. 
Wilson says that Ms depart- 
ment will abandon field-arrest 
procedures when necessary 
during future demonstrations, 
as it did in arresting 7,000 per- 
sons during the Mayday dem- 
onstrations here on May 3, 
1971. /. v- : . 

In a deposition filed in U.S. 
District Court in response to 
a lawsuit by persons arrested 
during the Mayday, protests, 
Wilson says his department 
has reviewed its policies and, 
has decided that i t may, need 
to abandon the .field-arrest 
forms again in making mass 
arrests. But it will do so on a 
unit-by-unit ’ basis . rather; than 
for the entire police , depart- . 
ment at once, Wilson say's. 

. “We experimented in. sev- 
eral ways in trying to develop 
a more rapid mass-arrest proc- 
ess without any great deal of 
success.” Wilson says. . 

The fieldtarrest forms, filled . 
out by a . polices ian on the 
scene of a demonstration or, 
civil disorder, include a brief, 
description of the circum- 
stances of an arrest and a Po- 
laroid picture of the police- 
man with the person arrested. 

Police abandoned the use of 
the forms during Mayday be- 
cause they felt the filling out 
of the forms wasted time. The 
result was , that there was 
usually little' evidence: with 
' which to prosecute demoostra- 
ters after the arrests. 

Although the total of 7,000 
arrests on May 3, 1971, was the 
largest, for any single event in 
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the nation’s ..history, only a 
small handful (the exact nunn 
her has ■ never been deter- 
mined) were eyer convicted of 
a crime. Most of the cases 
were later dropped or thrown 
out of court. - , . ■ V 

In the deposition, which con- 
stitutes" Wilson’s first formal 
testimony concerning the May- 
day demonstrations, the police 
chief also: 

• Said that the Justice De- 
partment, in effect , has had 
control over all major demon- 
strations in the District of Col- 
umbia since 1963. But he main- 
tained that during Mayday he, 
not the Justice Department, 
decided to suspend the field- 
arrest procedures. 

• Acknowledged freely that 
law enforcement authorities 
grossly underestimated the 
number of persons who would 
be arrested during Mayday 
and therefore were caught 
without adequate detention fa- 
cilities for the T,000 arrested 
demonstrators. * >' 

Wilson said that_if he, had 
known -how- many people 
would be inyolved in the dem- 
onstrations, “quite obviously 
we would have provided bet- 
ter detention facilities than 
we did. ” He said that authori- 



ties had made plans to detain 
no more than 1,800 arrested 
demonstrators. 

• A one point in the , deposti- 
tion, attacked Superior Court 
Judge Charles Halleck for 
censuring police actions, dur- 
ing Mayday. “Judge Halleck 
is always making some goofy 
statement,” Wilson said. 

Wilson’s answers were pro- 
vided in response to a lawsuit 
brought by Mayday demon- 
strators, who allege that the 
Justice Department and the 
police conspired in advance to 
deprive them of their civil 
rights. 

Wilson traced the origin of 
the, field-arrest forms back to 
a demonstration by the Wom- 
en’s Strike for Peace in 1966, 
“in which we made numerous 
arrests and had difficulty in 
terms of identifying arresting 
Officers, with arrestees.” The 
current field-arrest forms 
were drawn up after the civil 
disorders here in April, 1968. 
._ When asked by attorney Jo- 
seph L. RaughJr. (whose firm 
is representing the arrested 
demonstrators) whether he 
and his staff had understood 
in advance the difficulty in 
prosecuting cases after aban- 
doning the field-arrest forms, 
Wilson answered: . 
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“I think ; we all- understood 
the issue, pretty, felearly. I cer- 
tainly did.” 

Wilson said repeatedly that , 
he did not talk, about abandon- 
ing the field-arrest forms with 
then-At tornby General -John 
N. Mitchell or others in ’the 
Justice Department before de- 
ciding to do so. himself. 

“I don’t think even if I did 
(that) he (Mitchell) would have 
understood , the implications of 
it, not being that familiar with 
the processes,” the police 
chief said. . • 

However, .Wilson acknowl- 
edged that in a general sense 
the Justice Department, was in 
charge. > 

“The .chain of command per- 
haps overstates it, blit there is 
no question but that the Jus- 
tice Department, 'nonetheless, 
issues instructions with-regard 
to dembhstradons\ and always- 
nas, and as -a practical matter 
I think one could interpret 
that as chain of command. • 

“There was no, question dur- 
ing the (1968), Poor-: People’s 
Campaign . that ' when we met 
with (then-Attomey General) 
Ramsay ,Clark and he spoke 
that we were supposed to do 
what he said without going 
and asking the mayor if he 
agreed.” 




Wilson said. that ‘‘the legal 
chain of command is through 
the mayor 7 ... But as a practi- 
cal matter, that is- not the way 
demonstrations ' havp . , ever 
worked in my experience.”' . 

Wilson saldr-d«t.“ie*'? ’first 
began to plan for .the. Mayday 
demonstrations with then-Dep- 
uty Attorney ^etteral Richard 
Kleindienst and then-Assistant 
Attorney General ; Robe^ 
Mardian in a meeting at the 
Justice Department an Janu- 
ary or February of 1971. 

“Whose idea was the meet- 
ing,” Rauh asked in the ,dep<g 
sition. •'?' A. Ai 

... .“1 would, assume' 
Kleindienjst. I. don’t ?,hoW.-He 
called mej I . didn't. caU.ihi®>” 
Wilson responded.;.; 

1 . • (In their own, .-written res- 
ponses filed in the same . law- 
suit, early- this year* MilcheU 
and KleindienrtrjSaid: that the 

tice Dcpartmeht flannefl for 
the t Mayday • demonstrations, 
was ' : on April.!, 1^71',;® jjhieet-; 1 ; 
ing with Wiison in January or 
February'is mentioried.J. ,A i 
“I think .. the i- consensus ;of 
the (January or TFebruary) 
meeting was that -it (Mayday) 
was something . to begin ’to 
think about,- but not to worry 
about until some further infor- 
mation had been enveloped to 
see whether ' or not it . was 
likely to come off,” Wilson 

isa'id. ."V - ; ta*' - ' , . 

Regarding -detention facili- 
ties, Wilson acknowledged 
that during eight planning ses- 
sions in which the Justice De- 
partment participated before, 
and during the demonstra- 
tions, there was almost no dis- 
cussion -of whatwould happen 
after demonstrators were Jh 
rested, * ' ST^JU 

“If you include the meetings 
on. May 3 there, the detention 
facilities were discussed. Of 
course, this was after the ar- 
rests were made, and (there 
were considerable discussions 
then . . . but not preceding 
May 3 other than pephaps a 
generalized reporting , of the 
available facilities.” 7 .1 

Wilson said the police esti- 
mated that they could detain 
1,800 demonstrators in police 
cellblocks and tile D.G. Jail. 
“We did not anticipate that we j 
would have to arrest substan-j 
tially more than ^1,800 per- ; 
sons,” he said. . 

Oddly enough, Wilson said ! 
that there was eiitensive plan- j 
ning . byi.7 atft^brfties for --a] 
unique kind Si detention a day ’ 
before liayda?',' 

' On May 2. 1971, shortly 



I after 6 a.m., the Interior De-; 
partment revoked a permit 
and D.C. police moved an esti- 
mated 50,000 persons (Wilson’s' 
figure) from an- .encampment 
and all-night rock^conqert at 
West Potomac Parif. .. -$s 

Almost all of the demonstra- 
tors left voluntarily,; and; 
quickly,' but Wilson dis.closed; 
for the first time that authori- 
ties did not think it would go, 
so well.. He said it was felt pos- 
sible that thousands of demon- 
strators would simply refuse, 
to obey a police order to leave 



the park area. . . 

In that event, Wilson said, 
authorities had planned to i 
turn West Potomac Park itself; 
into a detention facility, keep-| 



ing the recalcitrant , campers 
there under arrest, and pro- 
cessing them directly from 
the park to the court. 

Officially, .the park permit 
was 'revoked on grounds that 
thoSf-iat the rock concert were 
.vijdating park regulations. But 
ajrpne point, Rauh asked Wil- 
son,' “Was there no purpose 
connected with the following 
day’s . . (Mayday) demonstra- 
tion?” 

“Are you saying was there 
consideration of avoiding hav- 
ing ' 50;000 persons, in West P.o- 
tomac' Park during rush-hour 
Monday morning?:” responded 
Wilson.' “That, weighed heavily, 
on my mind. 7 >V • .’ 7- ’ » -7 7 ' 

; ’ Jhrbughbut;'th^ 9 uesJ;ioning: 
-which, took. place ia two three- 
hout;. sessions 4k.Bauh’s la 
•lice, Wilson ' apparently 

tained .a sense of humor. 

r lip, bbsefvcd 

that -largo planning sessions 
'for the” demonstrations, ’ at- 
tended - by . -delegates frorii 
many different feder,at.fhg|^J. 
cies,;were .unnecessarily! tong ' 
because “everybody has to feel 
compelled to say something 
just to make sure that every-; 
lone knows they.lare there.? , 

At. another point,.'; arguing] 
that police do. not make' 
"sweep arresfs,” he explained 
away a notation from, a police 
log of Mayday in which an of-, 
ficer said police were, “sweep- 
ing ,14th Street, Constitution 
Avenue to Independence.” . 
. - “It (sweeping) “.cbgld ,jnean 
*.H'C ■ 



getting - into the street and 
moving people out.- of the 
street. It" could mean going 
into the street and arresting 
Everyone who is in the street 
in violation of the law ... He 
(the officer) may have been 
calling for sanitation,” Wilson 
said. 




